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PRESENIAHON OVERVIEW 


• Ptefetted AHemative Review 

• Engagement and Environmental Review Histoty 

• Ihemes of Rjblic Comments^ and HowlheyVe 
Been Addressed 

• Changes Since the Revised DBIVSupplemental 
DBS 

• Staff-Recommended Board Actions 

• Next Steps 



PREFERRED ALIERNAUVE 


Ihe nefeiied AHemative is: 

• Paitsofthe Burlington Northern 
Santa Fe (BNSF) AHemative 

• the Corcoran BypassAHemative 

• the Aiiensworth Bypass AHemative 

• the Baketsfieid Hybrid AHemative 

• Kings/luiare Regionai Station, 
ea St of Ha nibrd/west of Visa Ha, 
iocaled nearState Route 198 

Downtown Bakersiieid Station on 
liuxtun Avenue 










O UlREAC HIHRO UG HO UriHE 
ENVIRONMENIAL REVIEW PROC ESS 


• Snce the on-set of the process in 2007, moie than 
1,000 meetings have taken place 

• Moie than 2,200 comment submissions 

• Snce November 2013, upon proposing a nefeiied 
Alternative, the Authority held more than 60 meetings 
with stakeholders and impacted property owners 












ENGAGEMENT AND ENVIRONMEN1AL 
REVIEW HISTORY 


In 1995, the High-Stieed Rail Commission began studies of potential 

alignment c onidois 

- Alignments included: Coaslal, 1-5, SR99, and other north-south 
conidois consideied between Bay Area and Los Angeles 

- Evaluation consideied rideiship, cost; socioeconomic, and 
enviionmenlal issues 

2001-2005, the High-Speed Rail Authoiily and FRA produce a 

Statewide Program B^BS 

- nefened alignment c onidois and general station locations weie 
selected 

- BNSF conidorselected with slations in downtown Resno and 
Bakeisiield and further study of Kings/liilaie Regional Slation 

- High-speed rail was selected as transportation mode toj 
inteic Hy travel; aiiport/road expansion and "no pi 

- No litigation challenge 




ENGAGEMENTAND ENVIRONMENIAL 
REVIEW HIS10RY 


• 2009-Authority issues an NOP for the FBBIVEIS 

• August 2011, Draft BIVBS 

• 60-day leview period with extended review period; 
extensive outreach, available to Boaid 

• J uly 2012, Revised Draft BIVSupplemental Draft BS 

• 90-day review period, (twice the time required by CEQA) 
extensive outreach, presented to Board August2012; 15 
houis of testimony in Bakeislield, Hanford &Resno to 
acceptoral public comment 










ENGAGEMENTAND ENVIRONMENIAL 
REVIEW HIS10RY 


April 2013, Boaid Review of Piogless on fYefened AHemative 

• Received public comments on pieliminaiy staff 
lec ommendation 

• Boaid diiected staff to continue additional oubeac h efforts 
to develop an altemative thatconsideis local inteieslsas 
well as legulatoiy lequiiements 

November 2013, Boaid Identification of Refened Altemative 

• Infoimed by majorcommentson diaftBIVEISdocuments 

• Consideied public commentsfiom April 2013 Boaid 
meeting and additional oubeach efforts 

• Diiected completion of Final BIVEISand peimHtingJ^^i^ 
on the Refened Altemative 



ENVIRONMEN1AL REVIEW S1A1US 


RnalBIVEIS 

• Addiessed public agency, and stakeholder 
comments 


CAUFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN 


Rnal EIR/EIS 

Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


^CAUFCRNUt 


• Published to public and Boaid April 18th 

• Consistsof six volumes 

- Vol. I - main analysis text 

- Vol. II - supporting appendices 

- Vol. Ill - maps and plans 

- Vol. IV - Draft BIVBS comments and responses 

- Vol. V - Revised Draft BIVEIScomments and response 

- Vol. VI - Inadvertendy-omitbed letteisand e 


Summarv 
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ADDRESSING PUBUC COMMENIS 


• Ihe Authority received more than 7,800 comments in 
2,200 submissions on the DBIV BS and Revised 
DBIVSupplementai DBS 


• Range of AHematives 

• Boperty Values 

• Faimland Conveision 


Roject Definition 
Adequacy of Mitigation 
ResponsivenesstD nevious Comments 




RANG EOF ALTERNAHVES 



Comment Addressed : BIV BS inadequate because alignments in 
1-5 and SR99 conidois notcanied through complete 

environmental analysis 


1-5 comdor not earned fon/uatd in Statewide nogiam 
BIVEIS because it does not meet fundamental project 
objective 

• Snee 2008, is inconsistent with nop lA, which 
names Resno, Bakeisfield and Palmdale 
5R99 comdor not selected fbrthe FB section in 
Statewide Rogiam BIV BS because it is not 




as 














RANG EOF ALTERNAHVES 



Hanford 


Lemoore 


Avenal 


SAN BENITO 
COUNTY 


■ TutARe^COUNTY 


Farmland Type 

1-5 

(acres) 

SR 180 
(acres) 

Stockdale 

(acres) 

HSTFB 

(acres) 

Important Farmland* 

21A0 

1470 

220 

3005 


•Does not ndude remnant paroets 


«|0 COUNTY 


Kettleman 

City 


Population Size 

• 

1,000 

• 

10,000 

• 

100,000 

— 

Interstate 5 (122 miles) 


State Route 180 (50 miles) 


Stockdale Hwy (19 miles) 

HST Alignment (119 miles) 

Important Farmland 


Pnme Farmlar>d 

Farmland of Statewide Importance 

Rirmland of Local Importance 

Unique ^rmland 


Important 
aririfand Along V 
-5 Corridor 


Buttonwillow 







































SR 99/ UPRR ALTERNAUVE 


• SR99comdorisnotieasonable 

• Interfeies with UPRRopeiations and Hituie expansion 
plans 

• Reconstmction of fburSR99 interchanges and SR 
99/SR 198 interchange 

• Consbainsfutuie capacity impiovements Id SR 99 

• Directand indiiect impacts on major industrial 
facilities between Resno and Bakeisiield 



PROPERTY VALUES 


Comment Addressed : BIV EIS inadequate because 
specific compensati on to property owners notspeiied out 

• important issue, but notan adverse "environmenlai impact'; 

BIVBS provides information anyway 

• Justcompensation required by fedeiai and state iaw 

- Payment of la irmarketvaiue forreai property taken by the 
project 

- Justcompensation for any decrease in vaiue of remnant pare eis 

- Payment of "cost to cure" da mages to a property caused by the 
project 

- Hnanciai assislance 

- Reiocation advisory services 






FARMLAND CONVERSION 



Comment Addtessed : Conveision of Important Fannland 

to Non-agricultural uses 



• BIVEIS addresses this CEQA issue and provides mitigation 

• Feimland consolidation program to sell remnant parcels to 
neighboring landowners for consolidation with adjacent 
farmland properties 


Farmland conservation easements through the Department 
of Conservation for long-term protection of farmland. Ihese 
easements will be consistent with the terms of a settiement 
agreementthe Authority reached with agricultural interej 
in County ofMadeia etal. v. California hSgh-Speei 
Authority 
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PROJECTDEFINIHON 


Comment Addressed : BIV BS inadequate because rea/ project is 
consbuction and operation ofthe iniliai Consbiiction Segment 

• High-speed rail betvueen Resno and Bakersfield is what is 
proposed fbreventual constmction and operation, so is what 
must be (so is) evaluated in the BIVBS 

• Resno and Bakersfield are the two largest cities and 
economic hubs in the San J oaquin Valley region 

• Roject of substantial length 114 (approx.) 

• Immediate project benefits 


- High-speed rail testtrack 

- High-speed rail service independent of others 







ADEQUACY OF MIHGAHON 



Comment Addressed : BIVEIS inadequate because mitigation is 
iiiegaiiy detened untii aftercompietion of enviionmenlai review 



• Mitigation measuiesaie ciaiified in the Rnal BIVEIS 
based on public comments: 

- Additional description of spec Hie actions 

- Clarification of peribimance standards wheie 
appropriate 


MHigation measu^s suggested in public comments 

id wheie they were feasible and 


were inco 











RESPONSIVENESSlO PREVIOUS 
COMMENTS 


Comment Addressed : BIVEIS inadequate because Authority 

was not responsive to pubiic input 


Roject Design Refinements: 

- More fully conform to local design 
requirements and other agency needs 

- Reduce impacts on businesses^ 
cultural resources* and the environment 

- Improve design performance 
Changes to Ana lytic aMethods 
Mitigation Measure Refinements 





COMMEN15 ADDRESSED - ADIHORIIY 
RESPONSIVENESS 



DEIR/Mpplemental DEIS 


Kings River Complex 

Alignment Profile 


At'Grade 


Retained Embankment 






















Beech 


COMMEN15 ADDRESSED - ADIHORIIY 
RESPONSIVENESS 



Lone Star Spur realignment - RDEIR/SDEIS 
m Lone Star Spur realignment - FEIR/BS 

Alignment profile 

At-Grade 

Retained Embankment 
Structure 


BNSF SPUR CAN CROSS AT-GRADE 
UNDER HST VIADUCT 




OrsAge 


Orange 


St — - - 


REDESIGNED IN FEIR TO REPLICATE 
EXISTING ACCESS FROM THE SOUTH 


BNSF CANNOT CROSS 
HST AT-GRADE 


EXISTING EAST-WEST SPUR TO BE REMOVED ■. 


Modification to Avoid impact to 
Lone Star Spur in'Shafter 



































COMMEN15 ADDRESSED - ADIHORIIY 
RESPONSIVENESS 


Comment Addressed : Health risk assessment of stations and 
HMF constmction emissions not done for Revised 
__ DBIVSLippiemenlai DBS 


• Based on public comments* health risk assessment was 
conducted forRnal BIVEIS 


• Showed thatimpactsliom constmction emissions 
associated with stationsand HMF would not inc tease 
cancer risk or other health risks te nearby sensitive 
leceptois; showed less than significant impact 




COMMENTS ADDRESSED - AUIHORIIY 
RESPONSIVENESS 


Development of compensatDiy mitigation in cooidination 
with CDrW,USR/\i5^USAC^ and El^ 

Ihiee mitigation banks and 12 potential Authority- 
lesponsible mitigation sites identified in draft CompensatDiy 
Mitigation Plan 


Mitigation opportunities aie adequate to 
addiess adverse impacts on biological 
lesouices 




St. 


Authority will continue to cooidinate with 
lesouice agenc ies through the peimitting 
process to finalize site-specific 
compensatDiy mitigation 







MIHGAHON MONITORING AND 
REPORHNG PROGRAM 


• Ihe Pioject minimizes impacts by: 

• Inciuding design featuies 

• Compiying with appiicabie leguiations 

• For each mitigation measute, the MMRP identifies: 

• Ihe patty tesponsibie forimpiementation 

• The timing of impiementation 

• Ihe impiementation mec hanism ■ 

• CqvsbMijqB WHiihBdheP fo 






AUIHORIIY WAS RESPONSIVE 


In Summaiy, the Authority lesponded to inputthiough 
the following: 

• nojectiefinementsand impiovements 

• Issues asseited with the Resno to Bakeisiield BIVBS 
have been addiessed 


• No remaining unaddressed issues 

• Recirculation not required 


* Added staff in the Central Valley to provide additional 
resources 
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REMAINDER OF BOARD MEERNG 


• Listen tD public comments - today 

• Direct staff to address public comments as needed 


• Requested Board action - tomonow 

• Board certification that the BRcovering the project 
fiom Resno to the Bakersfield station has been 
completed in compliance with CEQA 


• Approval of Referred 
Alt fiom Resno Station 
to approximately 
7^ %ndard Road 








APPROVALTO 7^ S1ANDARD ROAD 


• Bakeisfield stakeholdeis 
(including the City) have 

c one ems with the Pielened 
Alternative and station location 

• Cuf7efTt(asof today) HW grant 
and 9ate appropriations do 
notflind woik into downtown 
Bakeisfield 

• 7"' Standaid approach provides 
time for continued engagement 
with Bakeisfield 



FRESNO INSET 


rFretno Station 


ifresnn- 


TULARE COU 










KMwtujrg^ 


Urton 


-BNSF Alternativ'e - Hanford East 


Kin«/Tulare Regional Station 


T laotord] 




‘Corcoran Bypaaa; 


Ccrior^ 


-Allensworth Bypass 


KERN COUNTY INSET 


TUURE COUNTY 


KERN COUNTY 


Mights 

Comer 




. BNSF Alternative- 
kThrough Waaco-Shafter 


7lh Standard Ra 


Bakersfield Station 
Hybrid Alternate 

—Bakersfield Hybrid 


■^f^Bakersfiel^ 






























NEXT STEPS 


If the BR is Certified and noject Approved 

1b 7 ^ Sandaid Rd. 

Approx. Dates 

Actions 

Summer 2014 

Recoid of Decision - ROD 

Summer 2014 

initiate fYoperty Acquisition Oflieis 

Summer 2014 

Suriace Transportation Boaid Decision 

September 2014 

FYoposais1brCP2-3 Design &Consbiiction 

Rail 2014 

Obtain Required Peimits 

Spring 2015 

Consbuction of Resno to Bakeisfieid 

Section 
















CAUFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL AUIHORHY 


C O mAC TIN PO RMAHO N: 


2550 Mariposa Mall 
SUHB3015 
Fresno, CA 93721 


TZOLSbeet 
Suite 800 

Sacramento, CA 95814 


www.hsr.c a .gov 


F^hone: 877-761- 
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